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VEGETATION 
Dominant Species 

pit y  ;L.  

s  

?sc., eib4 So-se■-. 	cfra.  

-175->64, LtA•croic (N.,1 114_  

stratum %cover indicator Dominant Species 
	 ca5"  FA4  

iv 	S 	TA   

r•-.0  pr„r,   	 
" 	,r  	 

Lf013 	3s 	FA 

	

z 	

(..L.  

- :— 
stratum %cover indicator 

;‹, tA  

.• 

	  _I 0 	17--h.C. LA- 

	

7-6  	FA-GLk  

WETLAND DATA FORM 
Data Rot I of 6.  

Project/Site: 
Applicant/Owner: f`te-etC-n 
Field Investigators: E.. T,ivv&ey   

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? 
Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? 
Is the area a potential Problem Area? 
Explanation/Description: 

404., IU 

No 
Yes No 
Yes No 

Date: 1r, .Se.p 	e 
County: 

State: to Ar  
S/T/R: 3 - 5r1- 

Plant Community: 

- 

% of dorninants OBL, FACW, FAC: 	 Other hydrophytic indicators: 1- 1 6-4-- 
Hydrophytic vegetation present? Yes (eDi 
COMMENTS: 

SOILS 
Series/phase: A kik 	 Lita --'?„ 	0 

Is soil on hydric soils list? Yes N 
Profile Description: 

f Field observation confirm 
mapped type? 63 No 

Mottle Depth (inch.) 

za"+ 

Mottle Abund. Texture Other hydric soil indicators: Matrix 

)0 ,/ta. ILj  6 1,70,Ay  

Hydric soils present? 	Yes 
COMMENTS: 

HYDROLOGY 
Depth of inundation: 	/ 	Depth to free-standing water in soil pit: ( 	Depth to safurated soil: / 

List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation: 	4._ 

Wetland hydrology present? Yes (N-)  
COMMENTS: 

,m21.4105, 

WETLAND DETERMINATION 

Is the sampling plot within a wetland? 	Yes 

Comments/Remarks: 

ATSI A 1.10 



WETLAND DATA FORM 
Data Piot 2 of G" 

Project/Site: 	-Eotc.: ,-.s 1.,„ aill  

Applicant/Owner: 	.6'te-4(-n 
Field investigators: E. 'E,i,,,,,,,,y 	)- a: wc3s,..,. ‘  

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? 
is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? 
Is the area a potential Problem Area? 
Explanation/Description: 

lilli Tor hb.-- 	(4 C 

No 

Date: 10 See 	ie 
County: 

State: vj il, 

. 
Plant Community: Yes 	No 

Yes 	No 

lt."....or-- 

VEGETATION 
Dominant Species 	 stratum %cover indicator 	Dominant Species 	stratum 	%cover indicator 

live-,  

a 	-fAcu._ 	-"Z.A..., (.. 	citsc 6 te..,..- 	 *  
-I.  kik_ 	? (le r-4-c- 	 're-Fred, 	i 0 	TA L. 	 ?e,  I y.S, kt....e.s. 	lfrk.tuivA-- 	ktria, 	Q C 	FA C ct- 

.2"2_a_ r____ 
s.pso.4- 	to 	i-74 ,---- 

"R.s., & 	? ,,,,, ty:t tott-t. 	 63v,), 	i 5- 	TA C- 

Z 	
. 	, 

% of dominants OBL, FACW, FAC: 	
6-0 	Other hydrophytic indicators: 

Hydrophytic vegetation present? Yes (g) 
COMMENTS: 

- 
SOILS 
Series/phase: A latc  x„.„,..‘,„„4, , 1,14-ryl -clock 0,1--(, 01, 4 	. s. 4.0  f O 	 Field observation confirm 

mapped type? 	No 
Is soil on hydric soils list? 	Yes 	fa  

1 Profile Description: 

1 Depth (inch.) 

I I 	6 - 
I 

Matrix Mottle Mottle Abund. Texture 

I 01,.. 

Other hydric soil indicators: 

il 

Hydric soils present? 	Yes ct 
COMMENTS: 

HYDROLOGY 
Depth of inundation: 	/ 	Depth to free-standing water in soil pit: 	Depth to saturated soil ./ 

List otheifield -  evidence of surface 

Wetland hydrology present? 	Yes 
COMMENTS: 

inundation or soil saturation: ALK-L 

631  

WETLAND DETERMINATION 

Is the sampling plot within a wetland? 

Comments/Remarks: 

Yes 	gg) 

ATSI AUG 9R 



Other hydrophytic indicators: % of dominants OBL, FACVV, FAC: 
Hydrophytic vegetation present? Yes 
COMMENTS: 

VEGETATION 
Dominant Species 

P's,,,,e4soj1/4,_ Melt 	s;  

TA „f t,  

to,k-y:Ftcy,-,s 

Dominant Species 
_AlcdecE.,1 elerocor  

I 	 ra- 	r+"1-1 	 
(7ec H-A •-■7 6.- .—C44,.//ekt  

/.511r.L.,,,vs. MuhrkAs- 

stratum %cover indicator 

,/ 	774-0-4  
/S 	FA-c- 

Lr  35—  

%cover indicator 
20 	FAa.c..  
2.0 	rA  
10 

hr.S 	r  	 
 	3c> 	ftvc -  , 	  

Is soil on hydric soils list? Yes (Nt  
Profile Description: 

• Field observation confirm 
mapped type? 	No 

Depth (inch.) Matrix 

yflr-Vc  

Roc-cc_ 

Mottle Abund. Texture Other hydric soil indicators: Mottle 

i s 

stratum 

/. 
F . 

Cav,k pia.; 	4-0  Fo t 

WETLAND DATA FORM 

Projectate: 	 IAA .13,1,;.+.,.s.r.k., 

Applicant/Owner:  
Field Investigators: E.:, 

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? 
	

(5) No 
Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? 

	
Yes No 

Is the area a potential Problem Area? 
	

Yes No 
Explanation/Description: 

1.) 

Data Plot 3 of 4 
Date: to Sep `te 

County: Sic,,./  
State: 

SMR:  

Plant Community: 

tipL 6.4 

Hydric soils present? 	Yes 
COMMENTS: 

HYDROLOGY 
Depth of inundation: 	/ 	Depth to free-standing water in soil pit: 

-List other field evidence of surface inundation orsoil saturation: klok.s.c, 

Wetland hydrology present? Yes 
COMMENTS: 

Depth to saturated soil: 

WETLAND DETERMINATION 

Is the sampling plot within a wetland? 	Yes 

Comments/Remarks: 

ATSI ALA> 9if 



0" y fa -V-5  

Depth (inch.) Matrix Mottle Mottle Abund. Texture Other hydric soil indicators: 

WETLAND DATA FORM 
Data Plot // of4 

Project/Site: 
Applicant/Owner:  
Field Investigators: E.: .Z,iirv&t y  

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? 
Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? 
Is the_area a potential Problem Area? 
Explanation/Description: 

WI rtor bet,- 

CD No 
Yes No 
Yes No 

Date: 	st F  
County: si ,„s . - f 

State: w 

SMR:  

Plant Community: 

bp/. Atcv 

VEGETATION . 
Dominant Species 

A( r rev. cro psy  
-TAik. JO lie c_-1z..  

?Se 4-44-pk  
717 ,  
Cie 	C4 rc.  

stratum %cover indicator Dominant Species 	stratum %cover indicator 
	 3-0  	 

	  -FA(  
'Nc.c  

	

At> 	7-A- 

¶hf 	ic 	F4c-t  	 

	

r  	 

% of dominants OBL, FACW, FAC: 	 Other hydrophytic indicators: 
Hydrophytic vegetation present? Yes 
COMMENTS: 

SOILS 
Series/phase: Ata tc  /croaff.44s  

is soil on hydric soils list? Yes N 
Profile Description: 

b„r4et.-, o.k 0•o?  4,0,6., P 1,4 1  4 3-  ftti fo g Field observatiolconfirm 
mapped type? 	No 

Hydric soils present? 	Yes 613 
COMMENTS: 

HYDROLOGY 
Depth of inundation: Depth to free-standing water in soil pit: Depth to saturated soil: 

List -otherfield evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation: ALK( 

Wetland hydrology present? Yes 
COMMENTS: 

WETLAND DETERMINATION 

Is the sampling plot within a wetland? 	Yes 

Comments/Remarks: 

ATS ALJC 9g 



WETLAND DATA FORM 
Data Plot S of 6 

HYDROLOGY 
Depth of inundation: Depth to free-standing water in soil pit: / 	Depth to saturated soil: 

Comments/Remarks: 
fic* 	

04) C..4r-, 	 03 Sp..1 

SL..1 	 /-4-/-1._ 

Project/Site: -S.,6:,15 6.- kill -13,6,:tv-sc(--c-k... 

Applicant/Owner fAc-cawn 

Field Investigators: E. 11.i v% y 1-  

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? 
Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? 
Is the area a potential Problem Area? 
Explanation/Description: 

11;11 rkvb- ?lOc 	f oar,. y 44-s fe R(cp-4- 

stratum %cover indicator Dominant Species 

Other hydrophytic indicators: % of dominants OBL, FACW, FAC: 
Hydrophytic vegetation present? M No 
COMMENTS: 

S" 4-0 ecs 1 
Field observation confirm 
mapped type? Yes (..1 .c 

Ai( ts 

SOILS 
Series/phase: Akirc, Xcroc-LA 1,-;&e'-' - 

Is soil on hydric soils list? Yes EH)  
Profile Description: 

Hydric soils present? 	Yes 6 
COMMENTS: 

Afl e•-p,Occ-.1 

VEGETATION 	• 
Dominant Species 

ck 
r  

r 

eAKS-S+44:,?"- 
ret  
3.-0.0.-• e  
/4 .16.4 t arc-keieK4f-a-"- 

stratum %cover indicator 

	

.00-s  40: 	e  
A 	3 5-  	 Acck.  

3 s- 
3r  :FA  
6. 5- 	FA •-■  

Date: i6 	t 
County: sic, s4 

State: 
S/T/R: 31. 	- 

t. 

No 
Yes 
Yes 

No 	 Plant Community: 
No 	 cadaq 	44. i47(g4( 

Depth (inch.) 

6 - tie 

Mottle Abund, Texture 

7,-4-t-L,--ercvc-

-rei 

Other hydric soil indicators: 

• t-L\  
f6yr0/7., 

Matrix • Mottle 

List other field evidence of surfaceinundation or soil saturation: 	ex,,d_,;...„„k 

Wetland hydrology present? Yes 63 
COMMENTS: 

WETLAND DETERMINATION 

Is the sampling plot within a wetland? 	Yes 	f8s 

ATSI AOC, rIX 



WETLAND DATA FORM 
Data Plot of 6 

Project/Site: 	6,— 

Applicant/Owner: MC• ca.h- 
Field Investigators: E_1,. Isivw,gy   

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? 
Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? 
is the area a potential Problem Area? 
Explanation/Description: 

( Z) 
Yes 
Yes 

No 
No 
No 

Date: 	sce IC 
county: 

State: t.,) 
SiT/R: 31- 3s" 	e 

Plant Community: 
(4) / 

VEGETATION 
Dominant Species 	 stratum %cover indicator 

AC 	r Lf( -. CA".•    7--A(  
	  3r 	fA- 

	

tpror.1. IC) 	FAL  
lv,c 	cr 	Fitt a-.  

"FA 	 

	

.3 3" 	-FA• Cu- 

Abt..c 04e,K  

77, 1.t CrYr- le,  

WrSikt•-•%  

TLc p&r,e4tai,-1 

Dominant Species 	• stratum %cover indicator 
ot 	 c.r4.5,1FOra, 

	•dr.s 	 FIrcv_  
4e-AGNMI-- 	acScaLbe" 

	t• 	

/41:(4.0 1 1 

	

Nkt, Aut.-% 
	

)0  

% of dominants OBL, FACW, FAC: 
	50 

Hydrophytic vegetation present? Yes cfai 
COMMENTS: 

Other hydrophytio indicators: 

SOILS 
Series/phase: A Li,c  XtrOC.(11.414S LJArk"-■ 

is soil on hydric soils list? Yes N 
Profile Description: 

o‘k, 	ea?  eompi cA ;  C 4-e,  fel t Field observation confirm 
mapped type 	No 

Depth (inch.) 

/Ci F  

Matrix 	Mottle 

0-07-  

Mottle Abund, Texture Other hydric soil indiCators: 

Hydric soils present? 	Yes 
COMMENTS: 

HYDROLOGY 
Depth of inundalion: 	 Depth to free-standing water in soil pit: / 

. 	. 
List ottFafr field evidence -of surface-inundation or soil saturation._ 

Wetland hydrology present? Yes 	lb 
COMMENTS: 

WETLAND DETERMINATION 

Is the sampling plot within a wetland? 	Yes 

Comments/Remarks: 

Depth to saturated soil: / 

..■•■■•■•■••,.....■■casfl 
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Appendix E 

Comment Letters Received to Date 

City of Burlington 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
Burlington Hill Zoning and Development 



CITY OF BURLINGTON 

MINUTES OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION 

SEPTEMBER 16, 1997 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY BALL, 900 E. FAIRHAVEN AVENUE 
BURLINGTON, WA 98233 

MEMBERS: Jack Doyle, Chair Pro-tem; Beulah Wilson, Chuck Reed, Ken Frye 

STAFF: Margaret Fleek 

Minutes of the August 19, 1997 meeting were approved as written. 

PUBLIC REARING 
REZONE FOR ANNEXATION 
BURLINGTON HELL & SOME LAND 
ON WEST srDE OF NORTH SKAGIT 
BURLINGTON HELL INVESTORS, APPLICANTS 

Public hearing to establish the zoning for land to be annexed at Burlington Hill and some land on the 
west side of North Skagit Street. A Comprehensive Plan amendment is required. This site is 
proposed to be rezoned from Residential in Skagit County to R-1-8.4, single family with 8,400 
square foot minimum lot sizes, R-3, Multi-family and M-1, Industrial, once the site is annexed. 

Reek stated that not enough petitions have been received to take both sides of North Skagit Street 
and Hill Court, so we won't take in North Skagit Street; if we do, it will be zoned R-1-8.4, single 
family zone. If only one side of the street is annexed in the city limits and the other in the county, it 
is too difficult for the Police and Sheriff Departments to determine the jurisdiction. 

— 	—__Staffis concerned that it is not feasible to establish relatively small areas of zoning when the site has 
- -not-yet been subdivided_and ifiet --yimpractical to -legally describe_these_ar_eas. This is relative to 

the request for several duplex lots and a multi family—aiiidOthinium site. 

The M-1 industrial zoning, is the site of the telecommunication towers does follow existing property 
lines, and it may be possible to proceed with zoning that portion of the IE11 once annexation is 
completed. The proposed R-3 zoning could also proceed, if that is the desire of the Commission. 

Until the remainder of the site is subdivided and environmental review has been completed for the 
proposed project, the site will have to go into R-A, Residential Agriculture zoning, which is the 
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automatic holding zone for land that is annexed. This is generally the same as the present zoning on 
the Hill. 

The hearing is still needed to discuss the proposed future zoning, but it will need to be revisited at 
the time of subdivision. 

Doyle suggested that since the lot lay out is not set in stone, why not zone all of it R-A, Residential-
Agriculture as an interim zone. Fleek stated it will have to be that way for a while since we don't 
have an updated legal description. It is also required that you consider the future zoning of the 
property prior to annexing. The applicant will be coming back in and add subdivision to this 
application and will have to do environmental review and it will go into that holding zone, but it is 
important to discuss the zoning prior to annexing, we can't wrap it up until annexed and we have 
subdivision in process and can properly describe all the parcels. The land has been surveyed, the 
roads have been laid out under a Department of Natural Resources permit, but they are still making 
adjustments. Now is the time to have the initial zoning hearing, but we won't be able to finalize it 
until it is annexed. There will be a little window of time when the land will be zoned R-A. 

Public hearing opened. 

Dan Madlung, applicant, stated they have done a lot of engineering, topography and logging. The 
lot lay out will be close to what is shown on the plan. They also plan to install a 15,000 gallon fire 
water tank. When they purchased the property from David Welts, the cross and the "B" area will be 
deeded back to him, and he will be giving it to the City. 

Mr. Madlung spoke about the proposed R-3 zone in the rock quarry. It will be a good location for 
apartments, because of the deep ravine, the building won't show from up above. There is no other 
use for this land. They are proposing duplexes on the corner lots and single family on the interior 
lots, Doyle stated it is too evasive at this point, for the overall concept when we have to go through 
all the other steps. Doyle asked if Burlington Hill Investors would have any objection to being R-A 
zoned until they have gone through all the steps. Mr. Madlung feels that would be fine. Flea stated 
it will work out, but now is definitely the time to hear the zoning prior to annexation. 

James Simmons, 865 Peterson Road - Asked for clarification on the adjacent property that needs to 
be included in the annexation. Fleek stated it is North Skagit Street. The key thing is you don't 
want to annex one side of the street and not the other because the Police/Sheriff jurisdiction is too 
	confusing. 	But-North_Skagit_needs to be annexed because they need sanitaty sewer, street and 
dtdmage irriovements -and they won't-get-it if_theyadon'A annex, Although they havebeen-notified, --- 
there has been very little interest, and very few petitions have come in. So we are recommending - 
the only two parcels that be annexed on Skagit Street are the two leading to the road up the hill. 
This has to be negotiated with Skagit County and the Boundary Review Board because we do not 
want to create a problem with annexing one side and not the other. 

Mary Hickman, 1873 Martin Road, Mount Vernon - owns a duplex on. the west side of North 
Skagit, directly below rock wall. The water from the hill nms into their backyard, and when the 
water table is high it creates a sanitary problem with the septic tanks in that area. She feels if the 
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development is going to go forward it should include existing homes in the area, who will end up 
suffering as a result of additional development on the hill by creating more water to flow onto their 
property. Fleek stated they will have to comply with the City's Comprehensive Drainage Plan. No 
additional water will be discharged and no tree cutting will be allowed on the hill side. Ifit works 
out we will annex both sides of the street. We will be forced to, whether we want to or not. Ms. 
Hickman would like to see the annexation approved contingent to include both sides of North 
Skagit. Flea stated that is a Boundary Review Board issue, not a zoning issue. 

Dan Madlung indicated the drainage ditch has now been tight lined, so any runoff coming down the 
hill will be channeled to the north side by Burlington Hill Business Park. 

Caroll Jester, 517 N Cherry Street - Questioned how the single family and multi family lots will be 
accessed. Fleck said they are still working the details out, however, the area of the hill by your 
residence is not owned by the Burlington Hill Investors, but by Mr. Walden, who opposes the 
annexation and has no plans for his land. Mr. Jester also is concerned with drainage. 

Jim O'dell, 1 781 Hill Court - Is concerned with drainage flow of water from the hill going the 
wrong direction and the eagle nests. Mr. Madlung stated they have tied into the County line. Fled 
responded that there are no eagle's nests on the hill, but they roost their occasionally. Mr. ()Well 
asked what the cost will be to residents if annexed. Flea - Initially, no costs. However, there are 
costs for drainage utility tax and sewer lines need to be installed as well as a pump station. These 
improvements would probably be funded by a Local Improvement District. 

Public hearing closed. 

Motion by Reed to hold meeting over until time to hear zoning again. Second by Wilson. Motion 
carried. 
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DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE AND REQUEST FOR COMMENTS ON SCOPE OF EIS 

Description of proposal: Amend the City of Burlington Comprehensive Plan, establish Zoning Districts, 
plat the land, construct roads and utilities, develop single family, duplex and multi-family dwelling units, 
establish public open space, construct telecommunication facilities and occupy the site over a period of 
several years. 

Proponent: Burlington Hill Associates by Dan Madlung regarding development of the eastern portion of 
the Hill, and the City of Burlington relative to zoning and comprehensive plan amendments for the area. 

Location of Proposal: Burlington Hill, City of Burlington 

Lead Agency: City of Burlington - 

EIS Required. The lead agency has determined this proposal is likely to have a significant adverse impact 
on the environment. An environmental impact statement (EIS) is required under RCW 43.21C.030(2)(c) 
and will be prepared. An environmental checklist or other materials indicating likely environmental 
impacts can be reviewed at our offices. 

The lead agency has identified the following areas for discussion in the EIS: 

1. Storm water management, both on site and at the location where it is discharged at the base of the hill 

2. Transportation impacts including traffic impact analysis and street improvements. 

3. Impact of increased housing density on public safety, including police and fire. 

4. Effects of additional housing in the area on public schools. 

5. Impact of development including additional telecommunication towers, on aesthetics and views of 
Burlington Hill from the area. 

6. impact on wetlands and steep slopes and proposed mitigation. 

7. Impact of development on public open space and greenbelts. 

Soaping. Agencies, affected tribes, and members of the public are invited to comment on the scope of the 
EIS. You may comment on alternatives, mitigation measures, probable significant adverse impacts, and 
licenses or other approvals that may be required. The method and deadline for giving us your comments 
is: Written comments by December 28, 1998. 

Responsible official: Margaret Fleek — 
Positionititle: Planning Director, Cit3r of Burlington 
Phone: 360-755-9717 
Address: 901 E. Fairhaven Avenue, Burlington, Washington 
Date: Decemlier 14, 1998 
Signature: 

There is no agency appeal. 



•-• • PETER BROWNING, DIREtTOR 
HOWARD LEIBRAND, ItEAinfoFFicEi 

• 

700 SOUTH SECONb STREET 3O1 MOUNT VERNON,.\VA 98273, TEL (360) 36,080, FAX (360) 336-9401 

 

• Margaret Reek 
Planning Director 
City of Burlington 

• 901 E. Fairhaven Avenue - 
Burlington, WA 98233 

December 28,1998 

Re: Amendment -of the city Of Burlington ComprehenSlve Plan, Deterrnination of 

. Significance and Scope of EIS 	 ' 
- 

Dear Ms Reek:. . 	. 

.Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scOpe of the environmental IMPact 
Statement (EIS) for the proposed amendment to the City of Burlington Comprehensive, 
Plan and revising the development of the eastern portion of Burlington Hill 

The scope cif the EIS should be expanded to include a discussion of the impacts and 
effects -of any proposed land use activities to the Burlington Hill Dump and discuss the 
impacts and effects of the Burlington Hill Dump to any proposed land use activities in 
the vicinity of the dun*. The Burlington Hill Dump is located in the SW 1/4  of the NE 1/4 
of Section 32, TowriShip 35N, .and Range 4EWM. This dLimp site was Operated by the 
City of Burlington from approximately the early 1950's to about 1968. 

The Health Department would be happy to meet with you to discusS what specific • 

is-sues-should-be-addressedin the EIS, Please contact either Ken Willis or Britt Pfaff at 
336-9380: 	 _ 	 --------- 

Sincerely, 

K. Britt Pfaff, 
Environmental Health Specialist 



PLANNING AND PERMIT CENTER 
Torn Ka rsh, Director 

Gag R Chrirtensen, AICP 	Kendra Smith, ASLA 	 Cony Schmidt, 030 
se.rving. 	Ajwistad Director 	 Arsistart Director 	 Arsistant Director 

2r/v_LruniP rule 	 Plaimiir Communitypc g_f_lent Permit Center/ Buildin 	dal 

December 22, 1998 

City of Burlington 
Planning Department 
Attn: Margaret Fleck 
900 E. Fairhaven Ave. 
BurlingtOn, WA. 98233 

RE: 	Amendment to the City of Burlington Comprehensive Plan, establishment of Zoning Districts, plat 
the land, construct roads and utilities, develop single family, duplex and multi-family dwelling 
units, etc., over a period of several years. 

Dear Mrs. Fleek: 

The Skagit County Planning and Permit Center has reviewed the above referenced project and would like 
to submit the following comments. 

We have identified two items that should be addressed in the preparation of the EIS. The first would be to 
assess what impact the development would have on the abandoned landfill, and vice versa, located in the 
vicinity. The second would be to identify and encourage the preservation of lands, sites and structures that 
have historical or archeological significance. 

The Skagit County Comprehensive Nan states in part under the "Goa!" in the Rural Element, chapter 6, 
that: "The mral landscape, character and lifestyle are to be retained or achieved, and ultimately protected 
by maintaining existing rural comninnity/neighborhood identity and acknowledging their historical and 
cultural roles in the rural landscape", and policy 2.1 states that "historical buildings and sites, and other 
open sPace amenities shall be retained and protected as important activities and features in rural areas". 
Also, policy 2.2 states that "Structures; roads and utility systems shall be designed and constructed to 
minimize the alteration of the landscape, to preserve natural systems, to protect critical areas, to protect 
important land features such as ridgelines, to retain historic and cultural structures/landscapes, and scenic 
amenities. 

- — - If you have any questions or comments re -garding-this-letter,please_feel_free to call our office at 336-9410. _ _ _ _ _ _ 
 

Sincerely, 

Brandon Black 
Assistant Planner 

- 	 7,S71 1v6:-9416 



Burlington Ffre tep. ment 
John A. Pauls, Fire Chief • City of Burlington a Ska.c4it County Fire District 6 

December 17, 1998 
Margaret Fleek 
City of Burlington Planning Department 
901 E. Fairhaven Avenue 
Burlington, Washington 98233 

Dear Margaret, 

The City of Burlington has published notice of the beginning of the EIS process for the recently 
annexed Burlington Hill properties. The fire department is concerned about protection of 
buildings on the hill. Several special factors must be considered for structures, which will exist in 
a "Wildland - Urban Interface Area". I have attached two documents for your reference that 
discuss these issues: 

"Builder Beware" by Matt O'Connor 
NFPA Journal November/December. 1998 

NFPA 299 Protection of Life and Property from Wildfire, 1991 edition 

Please include this correspondence in the official record and notify me of any public meetings at 
which this EIS will be discussed, 

obn A. Pauls, Fire Chief 

xc: A/C Staheli without attachments 

350 Sharon Street, Burlington, WA 98233 
• 	r2,Am 75-0261 	Fax (360) 755-0704 



Appendix F 

Relevant Excerpts from Comprehensive Plan 

City of Burlington 
Draft Environmentaampact Statement 
13mi:et:van Hill Zoning and Development 



PARK AND RECREATION POLICIES 

1. Establish and maintain a well-rounded parks and recreation system. 

2. Provide a network of spaces of different types and sizes that functions to meet the goals and 
objectives of the parks and recreation system. 

3. Provide a variety of park and recreational opportunities to address the diverse needs and interests 
of all sectors of the population, along with recognition of the unique physical separation of 
Burlington because of highways and rsiiroads. 

4. Maintain and update the Comprehensive Plan and individual master plans for each park through 
regular citizen involvement. Use the Neighborhood Planning Committees, the Parks Committee, 
surveys and other outreach tools as a means for gathering ideas and recommendations. 

5. Integrate recreation and open space concepts with natural fimctions such as drainage (Gages 
Slough), agriculture (surrounding farmland), and topographic features (Burlington Hill.) 

6. Provide peripheral and internal open. spaces around the community with passive uses on 
environmentally sensitive lands such as Gages Slough and active uses including recreational 
facilities, the cemetery, farmland, and others. 

7. Provide a range of internal open spaces which provide settings for commercial and civic buildings, 
recreational opportunities and outdoor community functions. 

8. Develop a city beautification program in cooperation with city departments, the business and 
residential communities, including elements such as a citywide tree plan, and a plan for enhancing 
the commercial areas. Existing examples include the existing planting strips along Burlington 
Boulevard and planters on Fairhaven Avenue. Other opportunities might include hanging baskets, 

• new light standards, utility undergrounding, use of different pavers for pedestrian walkways and 
others. 

9. Use a variety of innovative land use techniques to maintain the character and quality of parks and 
open-space, including_but_no_t limited to conservation and open space easements, public trust, 
pub-EC-lands, transfer and purchase of development n 	othe means.-  _ _ 

10. Encourage the enhancement and improvement of water quality, fish and wildlife habitat along 
Gages Slough. Take advantage of opportunities for passive recreation in the vicinity of the 
Slough, such as walkways, benches, and bird watching areas. 

11. Encourage opportunities for improved public access to and enjoyment of the Skagit River, along 
with effectively utilizing Special Flood Risk areas, including fishing, picnicking, boat launching 
and pedestrian walkways. 

7 



PARK AND RECREATION POLICIES  - continued 

12. Require new development to build small parks in their developments as well as a fair share 
contribution to a Parks fund for acquisition and capital improvements. 

13. Ensure that a long range, carefully planned fmancial program is designed and put in place, to being 
able to adequately fund the parks and recreation system over the long term. All available funding 
sources will be identified and utilized to gain the maximum public benefit, including developer 
contributions, grant funding, assistance from community service organizations, and all other 
appropriate revenue sources. 

14. Develop a program that is consistent with the Regional Policy Plan. 

15. Continue and encourage an ongoing cooperative effort with the schools, the county and nearby 
cities. 

16. Park lands shall not be sold. 

8 
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